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A Continuation of the Piece, publifbed in Jou» 
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ENGLISHMAN, N°. 

HIS Paper begins 
Gentleman, who being alarmed at what the 
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The o}d Gentleman is one that will not go within 


with the Spee h of an old 
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Secianes occafionally ; is of great Note among his own 
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Pe , and in the Main is a Man of good Character ; 
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but having the 7 atca {ower in great s\diniation, Hh ‘could 
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Nor Curio hear if it Ga, thi cnat Author: h d later 
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Le biotis tO the ! CpBGe Or at Ine im1on Riling up and 

feping forward, he thus accoiicd the Captain in an angry 


Tone ; T would hayejomtoadaow, Sir, Weare not luch a 
fort of People as to countenance thole that would dettroy 
Relicion. Ul cannot bear to hear thofe very worthy pate 


ntlemen, the Authors ef the Jad-pendent Refi 
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Chey write, I conceive forthe Honour of God, and in the 
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made themiclves as famous in New-York, as Brutus was at 
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tion to the Plantations; and 

prevailing \ry 

Divine of the greatcit Note. 
And in ord . to l 
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Opinion of 


uments with thi 


have genteely ridiculed the 
ween their Church, and the 

pr roved, that if Sifters 
T ries, or donot quite 
it abfolutely diffolves all 
fair Confe quence, ‘which we 
vince will be able to draw) 
that they Gught to flock over to us 
thei own Principles, and 
fhall effectuaily do, can 
we but once get the Revenue of the Dut b Church joined 
And the betterto reconcile them to this Conclu- 
been propofed i by fome of Friends 


Holland in this Colony, they 
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Church of Enaeland; and undeniably 
hanpen to diver or dif about 


agree.which is the 
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ulerly Relation. And by 
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alarm the Members of the Charch of 
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amonglt them, to try to move them. by a mof pathctick 
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irefs, (eipecially as their } 1 begin to lot urity 
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Wich Wwe pre Wi CaAIny ODTaAIN, Hi tnere isa i 
S + Relation between the F Independents, and the 
Du! ch Charch ; both being Ca/< ical, 

Cae oki Gentleman here pauted, tor fome confiderable 
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Time, and then went on, ex aun rcely upon the Pe 
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; } : | ’ 
ana Con ] i eg Wilh Who , Liat eve i’¢ rion 1 f { evern 
mont’ % td read thofe Pa 4 
ment would Cad Choie bapers. w mwWwouid ii hit CITh 


and Refolution Lo 
‘rivileges 

profoy nd Silence fo: ‘fomg Tunes a yor 
Vieinber of the Dutch Charch 

up in the Neichvourhood of the Ei 
th inde; endenis, with Ref} 1 
man, told hiin, that he would not undertake to fay, what 
he had obf: ! in general was not right; but h ped it 
would give hiin no Offence, if he diflented from him in his 
Opinion of the Siferly Ret ar ns between the Englifp Dil- 
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*, and particularly of 


ect chou 


th to the old Gentle. 


jenters, and the ht uch of Holland. 
For, faid oh addretiing himfeif to the Company ; We of 


im ves as a Branch of the 
Etlablithed Chi ack of Holland ; we Honor the Eftablith- 
ment of our Rel igion ; and all other Religios is Eftablith 

ments, not contrary to the Holy Scriptures : 
Engl/2 Dillenters in general, and the Author or Authors 
of the Independent Reflector, and Watch Tower in particular 

have of iate labored hard to overfet.all Religious 
ments whatioever , and to thow the Ab urdity 
M. oifirates int ‘ in Matiers 
this directly repugnant to the Holy Scriptures, to the Senfe of 
the Primitive Churches, and particularly to that of the 
Church of the United Provinces ; who in the 36th Article 
of Her Confeflion of Faith, concerning the Authority of the 
Magiftrate, faith * * That their Offices not only to talte 
“ heed unto, an d to watch over politic Affairs; but alfojo 
‘* maintain the Holy Ecclefiaitical Service, to hinder and 
“ extirpate ail Idolatry, and falfe Ww rihip, to throw down 
‘* the Kingdom of Antichrift, and to exalt the Kingdom of 
«© Jefus Chrift, and take care that the Gofpel be preached 
‘¢ every where, that fo God may be honoured and ferved 

by every One, as he has commanded !n his Word. 

The Englifp Diflent ers do alfo hoid all pre-compofed 
Forms of Prayer to be unedifying, tending to quench the 
Spirit, and therefore unlawful, ¢ impoied, that 
to rel ufed by the Author: 
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Anivertary F atts, ox ’ Feftivals. In thefe Things thev differ 
from and conc ae: the Practice of the Primitive Charch and 


Proteftant Churches. Of whom the learned ‘and 
amous Ludowicus Capellas, (Minifter, Divinity Reader, and 
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Profeffor of Hebrew at Samur) fays, * “ When the Sepa- 
«* ration was made from the Church of Rome, the facred 
« Liturgy was purged of all that Popifh Superitition a 
« Tdolatry, and all fuch Things as did contribute but little 
° nothing to the Edification of the Church : And there 
“ were framed and prefcribed, in feveral Places, divers ict 
“ Forms of Holy Liturgies, by the feveral Authors of the 
« Reformation in Germany, France, England, and Scotland, 
« and the Netherlands, &c. differing as little as _poflible 
« from the ancient Sct-Forms of the primitive Church : 
“« Which fet Forms the Reformed have hitherto ufed with 
«* Happinefs and Profit, each of them in their feveral Nations 
«“ and Diftrits : Till at laft, of very late, there did arife 
in England, a froward, {crupulous, and over nice (that 
‘* T fay not altogether fuperftitious) Generation of Men, 
«« unto whom it hath feemed good for many Reafons, but 
* thofe very light, 2nd of no Moment at all, not only to 
“ blame, but to cafhier, and abolifh the Liturgy ufed 
“ hitherto in their Church, together with the whole Hierar- 
“‘ chical Government of their Bifhops.” How contrary 
this was to the Opinion of the French Church, to that of 
the Great Ca/wvin, to the Church of Hod/and, will be evident 
to any one that reads the learned and eloquent Mr. Martel, 
Minifter of Mount 4/ban, and Divinity Reader in the Urni- 
verfity, ina Letter to Mr. Dure//, wherein are thefe Words. 
‘© | wonder to hear that fome are found in England, that 
“ are altogether averfe to any fet Form of Liturgy to be 
“ obferved, one, and the fame, in all the Kingdom. Among 
‘* us it is no where permitted to reject the ufe of that Liturgy 
“‘ that was made by Ca/win.” And this is perfe@tly con- 
formable to the Judgment of Ca/vin himfelf, who in his 
Letter’ to the Duke of Somerfet, Lord Protector in the 
Minority of King Edward the Sixth, has thefe Words, 
*« As touching the Forms of Prz ers and Ceremonies of the 
« Church, I approve Very much that it be fet, and that it 
‘* be not lawful of the Minifter to recede from it in his 
“ Funétien.”” Now as to the Church of Holland it is well 
known that fhe has a fet Form or Liturgy eftablithed by the 
Synod of Doert, wherein are contain’d the public Service 
for Sundavs, and Week Days ; an Office for Infant and 


Adult Bapufm ; for the Adminiftration of the Lords Sup-. 


per ; for the Solemnization of Matrimony, Vifitation of the 
Sick, Confirmation of Miniters, Elders and Deacons, and 
for Excommunication, and the receiving of Penitents ‘to 
Communion again. And as to thofe Feftivals which have 
often been by Engi. Diflenters branded with opprobrious 
L’pithets of Popith and Superftitioas, particularly by the 
Author of the late Independent Refle&or, we have them en- 
joined by the Synod of Dort’s'67 Article. Nor do { know 
one Foreign Proteftant Church without her Liturgy, and 
the Obfervation of thefe Feftivals.----As to the Government 
and Difcipline of our Church, it maft be confeffed that we 
differ in fome refpects from the Church of England, but 
much more from the Independents : And I am perfuaded 
that our differing in a {mall Degree from the former, was 
occafioned not by Choice, but Neceflity. This affair in my 
Judgment has been fet in a juft Light by Yoh Englifoman 
in his Notion of Sifter Churches, which has never been 
honored with that Anfwer the Watch Tower promifed, For 
as for the pretended Member of the Dutch Church, who 
fubfcribes himfeif Dordracenfis, he evidently proves himielf 
to be unacquainted with the Sentiments of our moft eminent 
Men. Calvin and Bexa will teach him, that they enter- 
tained far different Sentiments of the Engiifo Hierarchy, 
than what he infinuates; which may be feen in 7. E’s 
before cited Piece ; and I am perfuaded this Dordracen/is 
would have met with the fame Reward that Mr. Coignart 
did from the Synod of the Proteftant Church of France, 
who had a Cenfure publickly pafled upon a Book he pub- 


* Thef Salem de Liturg. part 3. 


N.B. Mafer Dordracenfis ma 


draceni y expe an anfwer to his puerile, feeble performance next Week, 
he had better employ bimfelf in profe-uting bis Studies in Divinity, 


lithed, otherwife valuable, only for fome indecent Expref- 
fions againit the Reformation of the Church of Bugland ; 
and was upon the fame Account denied the Sum of Money 
he was to have received for defraying the Charge of print- 
ingit.. This happened in the Year 1057, when the C’ arch 
of England did, as it were lie dead, and buried, and in the 
Opinion of moft Men, almoft out of Hope of a Refurrec- 
tion, -Were [ not afraid to tire your Patience I ¢ould con- 
vince you from the Writings of gtcat Numbers of the moit 
eminent Men in the Churches, fubject to the Conftitutions 
of Dort, That the Church of England has been always 
efteemed a moft found Part of the Catholic Church, and 
her Communi » refufed by none. I could not but {mile, 
(tho’ I was little grieved at the fame Time) to oblerve 
one of Mr. Dordracen/is’s Arguments to convince the Dutch 
Readers, that there could be no Sifterly Relation between 
us, an? the Church of Exgland, viz, “ Becaufe, (fays he) 
« our Reverend Minifters in New-York, do conftantly every 
“ Year in handling the Heide/bergb Catechiim condemn the 
‘* Hierarchy, &c. after the Manner of the Church ot Rome.” 
And fo have I often heard the Church of Exg/and Minifters 
do the tame. Bui furely their condemning thofe Things 
as practiced at Rome, cannot effect their Sifterly Relation 
with England. ‘There is one Quotation more Gentlemen, 
thatl beg leaveto repeat, it being {> much to the Purpofe, 
that I am fure you will not be tired with hearing of it. 
Locking over the famous Bexa the other Day, I caft iny Eye 
upon a Letter wrote by him to Archbithop W4itgi/t, pub- 
lithed in his Grace’s Life by Sir George Pau/ ; printed by 
Thomas Snodbam, London 1612, containing thefe Words, 
‘In my Writings touching Church Government | ever 
‘‘ impugned the Romi/h Hicrarchy, but never intended to 
“* touch, or impugn the Ecclefiaftical Polity of the Charch 
** of England, nor to exact of you to frame yourielves, or 
*« your Church, to the Pattern of our Difcipline.----] with 
* and hope that the facred and holy College of your Bithops 
«* will continue forever, &¥c. 

1 have but a few Words to add Gentlemen, and I will 
trouble your Patience no longer ; and thcy are with regard 
to the Bill publifhed by order of the Honourable Affembly, 
as a Scheme or Model for a College. I have converfed 
upon it with fandry of my Neighbours, of various Denomi- 
nations; and I have never yet met with any Man that 
liked it; every one thinks it Chimerical, and fome venture 
to fuppofe the Author never expected or defired it thould 
pafsintoan Act. For my own Part, I do fincerely believe 
it was done with a fingle View to embarrafs the Affair , and 
to divert the Appropriation of the Monies raifed by the 
feveral late Lotteries to the Ufe of the Charter College. 

After reading this famous Bill, the following Quezies 
naturally occurred to me, with which I conclude. 

Query 1. Whether a Motion to bar Religion being taught 
in the College, doth not proceed from a Spirit of Deifin and 
Scepticifin ; direétly ating to the utter Subverfion of the 
Chriftian Svftem ? 

Q. Il. Whether it be poffible to teach Morality wich 
any Succefs, and enforce its Obligations upon the Con- 
{cience, but upon Religious Principles? And, 

2. Wl. Whether it will be expedient for. this Colony to 
eftablith a Seminary of Learning, where the ftiicte® Obli- 
gations to teach and enforce Morality are not enjoined ? 

Here the young Gentleman made an Apology for in- 
truding upon the Company’s Patience; and ¢! e Evening 
being fpent, the Company broke up, after appointing 2 
fecond Meeting at the fame Place, and after ordering me 
to tran{mit to you the Subitance of their Converfation ; and 
fhould we again meet, you may then expect to hear futher 
from your Unknown Friend, 


AGRICOLA. 


Ifbe weuld be advifed, 
and not meddle with Difputes ; etberwwife be will rever be 


able to commence an Englith Preacher in the Dutch Church, in this City. 
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